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While the intelligence
committees of Congress are

preparing for hearings on '

the limitations of covert
operations as part of a new
charter for the Central
Intelligence Agency, major
.*leaks” about current covert
operations occurred in the
press that many high offi-
cials say are highly embar-
rassing to the United States.
The “leaks” indicated that
the CIA had been instructed
to supply arms to the Afghan

rebel tribesmen resisting |
the Soviet occupation in Af- |

ghanistan. The stories in-
cluded such details as these:
that the arms were mostly of
Russian origin, that the
operation began in mid-

January and that the arms
were funneled into Afghan-
istan through Pakistan. It
gave them consxderable au-
thenticity. '

It was not surprising that
the Soviet press promi-
nently dispiayed those re-
ports, which confirmed

*earlier Soviet allegations
that the United States was
supplying arms to Afghan
rebels. Since the Soviet gov-
ernment had said that its
troops would only be with-
drawn once the reason for
their presence no longer
existed, these reports fur-
nished an excuse to keep
‘them there indefinitely. It
was for this reason that
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there was consternation
among leading State Depart-
ment officials about the
“leaks.”

At the senior level of the
National Security Council, it

was a report in The New |

York Times that elicited a
denial, stating that no sen-
ior White House official or
N3C official had been the

’source of the article as it

had claimed. Zbigniew Brze-

zinski, the president’s na- |

tional security adviser, went
further by saying that no
one on his staff had spoken
to the correspondent who.

_wrote the story.
 Thave no idea who actu-

ally “leaked” the report, but
such leaks usually occur
with a purpose behind them,
and it may be interesting to
speculate on the reasons.

~Perhaps the most likely
reason has international as
well as domestic overtones.
The source may have felt

. that it was important for the

United States to prove to the
world, and 10 Americans,
that it is doing more than is
apparent on the surface to
counter the Soviet lurch
into Afghanistan — and to
assure the rebels that they
would not be left to them-
selves if they carrxed on

_theirfight. . - ..° T - "

It may also have boen de-

;_s1gned to remind the Rus-

sians that they will not have
an easy time in Afghanistan
and that-the United States
can do what the Soviet
Union did when it openly
supplied arms to the insur-
gents in Vietnam. This Rus-
sian aid was partof the rea-
son the United States fmled
to win that war. :

In Afghanistan it would
appear that the shoe is on
the other foot. The Russians
will have to face the fact
that as long as they try toim-
pose their own puppet on
the Afghans, they will not

be able to pacify the country

and face continued guer- |

rilla warfare.

In this connection the

official announcement by
the Egyptian ministry of de-
fense that Egypt had under-
taken to train Afghan guer-
rillas was most unusual and
added to the puzziement
about what would normally
have been considered
another covert operation.

- This boast may have been
designed to hearten Afghan
guemllas but, above all to
show the world that Egypt is
now able to fulfill a useful
military role in support of
American policy in the re-
gion and that there exists
some sort of coordination
with United States policy. As

-an afterthought, this not-so-

covert operation might also

help to impress Congress

. States indulging in covert

“heated arguments within

‘should be undertaken. = |
. Therefore, if confusion i
-and bitter complaints exist !

_in some quarters atout the |
"leaks, it can only be an indi-’

lic l\nowledgn'

when it comes to consider |
Egypt's request for substan:
tial new arms aid.

The leak could also have
been prompted by those
quarters who generally
disapprove of the United

operations, and since Brze-
zinski belongs to those who
have advocated covert
operations, there may have |
been a purposeful desire to |

“point an accusing finger at !

him. There have been some i

the Carter administration as
to whether and to what ex-
tent covert operations

cation that there is disagree-:
ment within the admxmstrao
tion as to whether these

_covert operations are hkely i

to facilitate the strategy for |
a negotiated solution — in-.
‘cluding the establishment?
of a neutral supervisory

“commission to be placed’
“along the Pakistani-Afghan-

istan border, as Prasident
Carter 51wg°s!ed cod

It also raises the quesnom
whether the United Stateg’

‘can conduct.covert opera- |

tions on the scale of supply- |

‘ing arms to Afghan rebels z

without their beconma pub- _1
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